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REMARKS 

Drawings. In the Non-Final Office Action, Lxaminer Choi objected lo the 
drawings under 37 CFR § 1 .83(a) for failing to show the features of pending claims 
14, 20 and 21. The Applicant has cancelled claim 14 herein and removed the 
recitation of directed to a first portion of a curtain and a second portion of the curtain 
from claims 20 and 21. Withdrawal of the objection to the drawings is therefore 
respectfully requested. 

Pending Claims . Also in the Final Office Action, Examiner Choi objected to 
and rejected pending claims 13, 14, 17-21, and 23-31 on various grounds. The 
Applicant responds to each objection and rejection as subsequently recited herein: 

A, Examiner Choi objected to claims 1 3 for reciting "wherein at least a 
portion of any light passing into said second chamber** and claims 
20, 30 and 3 1 for reciting "wherein at least a portion of any light 
passing into said second homogenous light distribution chamber" 

The Applicant amended claims 13 to "wherein at least a portion of the at least 
a port ion .of any light emitted bv the at least on e tubular lamp passing into said second 
homogenous light distribution chamber" and amended claims 20, 30 and 31 to recite 
therein at least a portion of the at least a portion of anv lipht omi tted by t he at least 
one tubular lamp passing into said second homogenous light distribution chamber". 
Withdrawal of the objection of claims 1 3, 20, 30 and 3 1 is therefore respectfully 
requested. 

B. Rxaminer Choi rejected claim 20 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 2, f2 
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The Applicant has amended claim 20 herein to reflect "a curtain 
disposed within said second chamber**. Withdrawal of the rejection of claim 20 under 
35 U.S,C. §112, 12 is therefore respectfully requested. 



C. Examiner Choi rejected claims 13, 14, 1 7-2 1 and 23-3 1 under the 
judicially created doctrine of obviousncss-lypc double patenting as 
being unpatentable over U.S. 6,655,815 to Soots et ah 

The Applicant has thoroughly considered Examiner Choi's remarks 
concerning Ac patentability of claims 13, 14, 17-21 and 23-31 over Sooh. The 
Applicant has also thoroughly reread SooLs. The Applicant respectfully traverses the 
double patenting rejection of claims 13, 14, 17-21 and 23-31 in view of over 
because Shah neither teaches nor suggests the following limitations of independent 
claims 13, 20 and 27: 

1 . "a second chamber defined by a light emission window, a 
curta in, and a light transmitting side wall", and "wherein, when that a t 
least one tubular lamp is located within said first chamber, at least a 
portion of any, light emitted bv the at least one tubular lamp passes 
through said curtain into said second chamber with a first homogenous 
light distribution " as recited in independent claim 13; 

2. "a curtain disposed within sai d s econd chamber and affixed to 
the carrier wall ", and "wherein, when the at least on e tubular lamp is 
located within said first chamber, at least a portion of any li ght emitted 
bv the at least one tubular lamp passes through said carrier w all into 
said second chamber with a first h omogen ous light distribution" as 
recited in independent claim 20; and 

3. 44 a first luminaire includ ing a first homogenous light 
distribution chamber and a second homogenous light distribution 
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ch amber both defined bv a first side wall, said second homogenous 
light distribution chamber further defi ned by a first light emission 
vdndow", and " a second luminaire including a third homogenous liflht 
distributi on chamber and a fourth homogen ous light distribution 
chamber both defined by a second side wall, said fourth homogenous 
light distribution chamber farther defined by a second light emission 
winiow'' as recited in independent claim 27. 

Withdrawal of the rejection of independent claims 13, 20 and 27 under the 
judicially created doctrine of obvious-typc double patenting as being unpatentable 
over Sools is therefore respectfully requested. 

Claim 14 has been cancelled herein. Withdrawal of the rejection of dependent 
claim 14 under the judicially created doctrine of obvious-type double patenting as 
being unpatentable over Soak is therefore respectfully requested. 

Claims 17-19 depend from amended independent elaim 13. Therefore, 
dependent claims 1 7-19 include all of the elements and limitations of amended 
independent claim 13. It is therefore respectfully submitted by the Applicant that 
dependent claims 1 7- 1 9 are allowable over Snots for at least the same reason as set 
forth herein with respect to amended independent elaim 1 3 being allowable over 
Soois. Withdrawal of the rejection of dependent claims 17-19 under the judicially 
created doctrine of obviousMypc double patenting as being unpatentable over Sools is 
therefore respectfully requested. 

Claims 21 and 23-26 depend from amended independent claim 20. Therefore, 
dependent claims 21 and 23-26 include all of the elements and limitations of amended 
independent claim 20. It is therefore respectfully submitted by the Applicant that 
dependent claims 21 and 23-26 arc allowable over Sools for at least the same reason 
as set forth herein with respect to amended independent claim 20 being allowable 
over Sools. Withdrawal of the rejection of dependent claims 2 1 and 23-26 under the 
judicially created doctrine of obvious-type double patenting as being unpatentable 
over Sools is therefore respectfully requested. 
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Claims 28-31 depend from independent claim 27. Therefore, dependent 
claims 28-3 1 include all of the elements and limitations of independent claim 27. It is 
therefore respectfully submitted by the Applicant that dependent claims 28-31 arc 
allowable over .SWjr tor at least the same reason as set forth herein with respect to 
independent claim 27 being allowable over Sools. Withdrawal of the rejection of 
dependent claims 28-3 1 under the judicially created doctrine of obvious-type double 
patenting as being unpatentable over Sools is therefore respectfully requested. 

D. Examiner Choi rejected claims 1 3, 20, 23 and 27-3 1 under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,042,243 to 

Grill 

The Applicant has thoroughly considered Examiner Choi's remarks 
concerning the patentability of claims 13, 20 , 23 and 27-31 over Grill The Applicant 
has also thoroughly reread GrilL The Applicant respectfully traverses the § 103(a) 
rejection of pending claims 16, 21, and 27, because Grill neither teaches nor suggests 
the following limitations of independent claims 1 3, 20 and 27: 

1 . "a second chamber defined by a light emission window, a 
curtai n, and a light transmitting side wall", and ' 'wherein, when that at 
least one tubu l ar lamp is located within said first chamber, a t least a 
portion of any lip ht emitted bv the at least one tubular lamp passes 
th rough said curtain into said second chamber with a first homogenous 
light di stribution" as recited in independent claim 13; 

2. "a curtain disp ose d within said second chamber and affixed to 
the carrier wall ", and "wherein, whe n the at least one tubular lamp is 
located within said first chamber, at least a portion of any light e mitted 
bv the at least one tub u lar lamp passes through said carrier wall into 
said second chamber with a firs t homogenous light distribution " as 
recited in independent claim 20; and 
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3, "a first luminairc including a first h om ogenous light 
di stribution chamber and a second homogenous light distribution 
chambe r both defined by a first side wall, said second .homogenous 
light distribution chamber further defined bv a (Trst light emission 
window", and "a second lumi na ire including a third homogenous light 
dL^rjbujjon chamber and a fourth homogenous lig ht distribution 
chamber both defined bv a second side wall, said fourth homogenous 
light distribution chamber further defined by a second light emtelPH 
window" as recited in independent claim 27. 

Withdrawal of the rejection of independent claims 13, 20 and 27 under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over drill is therefore respectfully requested. 

Claim 23 depends from amended independent claim 20. Therefore, dependent 
claim 23 includes all of the elements and limitations of amended independent claim 
20. It is therefore respectfully submitted by the Applicant that dependent claim 23 is 
allowable over Grill for at least the same reason as set forth herein with respect to 
amended independent claim 20 being allowable over Grill. Withdrawal of the 
rejection of dependent claim 23 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Grill is therefore respectfully requested. 

Claims 28-31 depend from independent claim 27. Therefore, dependent 
claims 28-3 1 include all of the elements and limitations of independent claim 27. It is 
therefore respectfully submitted by the Applicant that dependent claims 28-31 are 
allowable over Grill for at least the same reason as set forth herein with respect to 
independent claim 27 being allowable over Grill Withdrawal of the rejection of 
dependent claims 28-3 1 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Grill is 
therefore respectfully requested. 
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New Claim 32 . Claim 32 depends from amended independent claim 13. 
Therefore, dependent claim 23 includes all of the elements and limitations of 
amended independent claim 32. It is therefore respectfully submitted by the 
Applicant that dependent claim 32 is allowable over the art of record, particularly 
AW.y and Grill for at least the same reason as set forth herein with respect to 
amended independent claim 1 3 being allowable over Sbols and Grill. An allowance 
of new claim 32 is therefore respectfully requested. 
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SUMMARY 

Fxaminer Choi's objection and rejections of the pending claims have been 
obviated by the amendment herein of claims 13, 20, 27, 30 and 31, and cancellation 
herein of claim 14. An allowance of new claim 32 has been supported herein. The 
Applicant respectfully submits that claims 1 3, 1 7-21 , and 23-32 tully satisfy the 
requirements of 35 U.S.C. §§ 102, 103 and 112. In view of the foregoing, favorable 
consideration and early passage to issue of the present application is respectfully 
requested. If any points remain in issue that may best be resolved through a personal 
or telephonic interview, Examiner Choi is respectfully requested to contact the 
undersigned at the telephone number listed below. 

Dated: August 2. 2005 Respectfully submitted. 



Norbert Dicken et al 



PHILIPS INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY 
& S TANDARDS 
P.O. Box 3001 

Briarcliff Manor, New York 10510 



Frank Keegan 
Registration No- 50, 1 45 
Attorney for Applicant 



CARDINAL LAW GROUP 
Suite 2000 



Darrin Wesley 1 larris 
Registration No. 40,636 
Attorney for Applicant 



1603 Orrington Avenue 
Evanston, Illinois 60201 
Phone: (847) 905-7111 
Fax: (847)905-7113 
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